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cd:should phasizc.. cm con r adon, not ,,,, bs dies
By Nick I)~ Croee lion acre-feet of water used each year get the benefitgreater with omj ._,~f that improvement. That kind;
$1~=tal t~ Tl~ Be~ ~o ~) "..    .- of ]~igh-tech drip ~ micro rain-inkier tedmology;, the of reductian l~y agriculture would eliminate the need’ :" ’
~ H]~ ~ rate of water ~ for rest is poured out in furrow and flood irrigation. (An for additional major facilities to solve our current

ac~-foot of water supplies a family of four each yearquality or future supply problems.~ California agricultt~ l)remot~ ~
with enough water for inside and outaide their home.) At some point, we can expect the water barons ......I farming practk~ and poor use of a valuable

public re~urco. If the market prke of water for tha We now have an opportunity to end these wasteful from Calfed to promote more constructien alterna-
typical ~ household is $500 per yesr while .practices. It’s ~lled "C~l~ed; a cembinatien of foderaltires with dcomsday predictions of people and
~ s agrioultural cerixa’atiou~ get the same and state agencies set up under the pressure of feder-wildlife dying from the quality of our water and the’
amount for $50, accoeding to the lat~t Califonda al water quality standards for the I)elt~

apocalyptic prospect of not having enough to teed "
.Water Plan Update, what incentive does agriculture Called has published a dra~ report on its water-
have to conserve or to use the state’s water wisely? use etl~ciency program. It d~ noflfing to provide California’s growing population. Don’t buy it. .:.:ii

The justification for ending water subsidies to the.incentivee to redues the Central Valley Project and ,%T e need to remind ~alfed that our tax dollars
agricultural industry is ]~ufi~ to the ltate’s future ’ subsidies that are at tha heart ofer~essive water ~ wouJdbemorewiselyusediftheagencyavoids;:
m~ed~ We are not dealing with small family farms; ueage by agricultural cmporatio~. Fair market pric-buildingany more grand facilities in the old traditi~ni ¯
aceording to tha Pmdfi¢ Institute in a 1996 study, in ing of water to California agriculture corporations and if we force Called to concentrate on more eco- " :;’ ’~
1990 two-flfir~ of Califi~nia agricultural productioawould certainly provide a conservation incentive. A nomical conservation alternatives for agriculture.

millis~peryea~:Ataxpaye~.subddytothasecor~ : ..tionmeasaresbyagrictflturecerixa-atio~willbe
But meet vital of all, we need to push Calfed to

po~t~ o~y~ a ~to w~ p~ . ’ ~to supply ~~th. ,a~qua.~ ~a~r we]] el~n~te water su~dies to ag~tur~ corpora-
gram that ma~ have made ..~l m i..n..tha 19r)o~. �. �~.....i.].~0. the neat century a .rid..... to return .s ..O.me... to the~r

tions. That is at the very heart of the state’s water


